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May 13, 2015

San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission
County Government Center
San Luis Obispo, CA

RE: Draft WNND Implementation Language for County Land Use Ordinance (Title 22)

Dear Chairperson Topping and Members of the Commission:

The Paso Robles Wine Country Alliance Government Affairs Committee has reviewed the above referenced
draft and also had the opportunity to discuss it with County Planning Staff. We provide the specific comments
below (in italics) for your consideration, followed by general comments.

22.30.204. A. “In no case shall a request for an agricultural offset clearance be granted for a site outside the
PRGWB.” We request that the Bulletin 118 boundary be used to provide more options and consistency with the
Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).

22.30.204. E1. “Eligible sites for participation. On-site offset. Conversion or intensification on the same site will
require an offset clearance.” This was not understood as part of the Urgency Ordinance and should not apply to
replanting on the same site if that activity does not intensify crop production resulting in increased water.

22.30.204. E2. The explanation of the requirements for contiguous property and same ownership for
sender/receiver is acceptable; however, we do not want any proximity requirements attached to this. Under the
same owner, an offset on another property within the PRGWB should be allowed. Since it is required to be the
same landowner or contiguous parcels a proximity limiting factor is not needed.

22.30.204. G2. “Proposed sending sites predominantly composed of soils designated as Prime Farmland,
Farmland of Statewide Importance, and Unique Farmland will remain in some form of crop production.” If you
reduce or eliminate water use in the sending site, how can you meet the criteria to keep it in crop production?

22.30.204. G5. “Sending sites will be determined by current demand of irrigated crop production on the
sending site.” What historical data will be required to verify the current demand?

22.30.204. G7. Deed restriction. Add language that makes it clear that the deed restriction is lifted immediately
upon sunset of the ordinance.

22.30.204. H. Termination. “The provisions of this section shall expire upon the adoption of a Groundwater
Sustainability Plan for the PRGWB.” This may be on or before 2020 so this language is too vague and creates
undue difficulty for agriculturists who need to plan well in advance.
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We want to emphasize the need for a clear, ministerial process that will not require any public notice so that
applicants may conduct business with a degree of assurance. It has been suggested by some that notification
cards should be sent to neighbors; however, this may create undue controversy. How much detail would such a
notification provide?

It is important that a sufficient number of years are allowed before planting when in receipt of an offset
clearance to allow for such agricultural contingencies as the availability of disease free plants.

In conclusion, we want to thank Planning Staff members Xzandra Fowler, Cheryl Cochran and Michael Hanebutt
for meeting with us to discuss and receive comments on the Draft. We look forward to your deliberations and
will be in attendance to provide input and answer any questions that you may have.

Sincerely,
Patricia Wilmore
Government Affairs Coordinator
Paso Robles Wine Country Alliance
pwilmore@pasowine.com



Xzandrea,

I am Willy Cunha a member of the Paso Robles Ground Water Basin Advisory Committee.  You spoke to
our Management Subcommittee meeting on May 4th at the Paso Library and listened to some of our
concerns regarding the proposed Ag Offset Ordinance.  I wanted to reiterate my two main concerns
regarding sending sites for Ag Offsets for reducing irrigation on one site in our Basin and moving it to
another site within our Basin.  Applications that move the location of use a short distance, a mile maybe
half a mile, should have very little paperwork or review.  If these two sites are within the same
topographic area the effects should be relatively equivalent. They should not need to notice the
neighbors.  For those sending and receiving sites that are more discontiguous, more than a mile or in
separate topographic areas, the level of scrutiny should be much higher.  The cost of the requisite
studies should be borne by the applicant.  The neighbors of the receiving site should definitely be
notified at the expense of the applicant.  This should apply to any area of the Paso Basin.  It should not
be aimed only at “red zones”.  Increasing water use in any area will potentially lead to new local “red
zones”. Increased pumping in one part of the basin can cause impacts on nearby properties even if
pumping is reduced elsewhere.  Notice should be provided to surrounding landowners near a proposed
discontiguous receiving site when the application is accepted for processing.

The idea of a one to one offset to allow for reasonable use of our existing water and agricultural
resources is a good one.  The Ag economy is at the very heart of our local economy, our State economy
and our National economy.  They are resources that we truly need and we truly need to manage in a
responsible and long term sustainable fashion.  To allow reasonable transfers of water use is a good
thing.  To allow one property owner to create a new use in a discontiguous area of the basin at the cost
of his neighbors is not fair and that use is not mitigated by reducing use in another discontiguous part of
the basin.  The water in our groundwater basin is connected but does not slosh back in forth like the
milk in a bowl of cheerios.  Our use of water in the basin and the resulting uneven water levels have
shown that quite clearly.  While it may be convenient to declare that the water is connected, in reality
the connections are tenuous and in many areas it may take from tens of years to hundreds of years for
water levels to respond.  There are areas where the connection is very strong and the response is very
rapid.  The applicant for a discontiguous transfer of water should bear the cost of demonstrating that.

Is there a place on your website where you have posted or will be posting the latest suggested
language?

Thank you,

Willy Cunha



the only change that I would like to see is a temperary change to the off set from a 1:1 ratio to a

1:2 ratio until the drought is over AND the ground table levels show an increase in water supply

thanks Larry Bender


